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Congressman CaX« Boggs 
House of Knpreneatatives 
Washington, D.C. 



Bear Congressmen Boggs, 

lour speooh of yesterday was so good, so principled, that I write because of reaction 
Z anticipate and certain new haaarda of which X think: you may not be aware. I presume 
you have no read my work, hut I as. ure you that you said not only what I've been saying, 
but in aose oases used al m o s t identical language. Strong as you may consider your reworks 
TO re, X believe you will yet lean they are an understatement. 

If 1 have no way of knowing what the reaction of concerned Americans has been, X would 
Barnard a guess that you have had am considerable volume of sail approving your position 
and what today want be regarded as exemplary pelitiaal courage. 

Among these I would expect aose to have been from the smell bond of ue who are deeply 
concerned shout the political assassinations and their effeot on our society, its institu- 
tions and, indeed, its Integrity (this was ay subject when 1 enjoyed the attentions of 
Aragr intelligence). As tho se n i o r in years as well as experience, as the one who has Aoao 
no other work since John Kennedy wae aa&aaaluated, as the author of the first and moat of 
the aurloue books cm the subject, and as the one who 1 think I can quite safely nay tea 
done considerably more original work, in both investigation and research ttm-n any other, 

I believe X earn speak with both oeador and knowledge about us. X offer this unsolicited 
advice on the assumption that X am not alone la having offered to help you. 

* 4 

All ere serious, weU-dntuationed end deeply concerned. test ere under-informed, 
pertly because of tbs complexity and emonkLty of the material, partly because they have 
other, often full-time obligations, sometimes because they Hqir with preconceptions and 
oonfatal&to to accredit their preconceptions. A small fraction of quite decent, intelli- 
gent people on this subject come close to paranoia -«H ere persuasive to the uninformed. 
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1 do hope you will interest yourself , despite the problems it will present. In that 
ef which X wrote you an toe occasions, what Hoover and the ?HX did to you and the Warren 
Co ml a nion, how they deceived and si aro presented. Had and suppraaoad. But X also, and 
strongly, encourage you to the utmost aautioa and above all to the moot severe testing 
ef all information, regardless of source, whether or pa* you use it la public. There 
are very, vary few paeoplo capable of doing thla for you. Other* may, with utmost 
sinearity, believe they earn, but this is their belief because they axe unaware of what 
they do not knew. And, there la always the possibility of inuecemt error, to which none 
exe immune. 



There axe some things that set me apart from the so-called "critics” and all tho others 
who have written hooka. X regret very much that you appear not to have rood ay first. Whan 
Z get ao reaction, not even acknowledgement, from you, 1 did not trouble you with tho otters 
as they appeared. But the racy first thing X did la it (and 1 ao confidant it is in no 
other ocitleal exiting), is to put the members of the Ooaa n isaion aa distinguished from their 
•tuff la utet 1 regarded than sad regard sow as proper perspective. This was ao problem for 
me, for X had Hill experience so a young man, on a Sonata cerasittee. 1 regarded and still 
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regard the members of the Commisnion as aiaong the victims of the ,_ ta 

, 8 ! “"if 1 lmrgor numt> * r °* Pe°I*« ^ radio and TV appearances in which I not 

only so stated but often argued with those baliandLng otherwise. If I as a minority of 
on#, I believe with Jackson and feel that ultimately you will agree with as. You had 
little more freedom than a ringed bull. One of the things I offered to show you will 
tell you what hup^nad whan you atUwpted to assart independent opinions and influence 
the ultimate co n clusi o ns. This is what so shocked Senator Husaell, as 1 *m n y it 
will you* 

* *he title of «y seoond book charges s aovexup against the FBI, and that dates to 
1966, rather early in this subject. Ky third book is devoted to showing how the FBI 
denied you the available photographic evidence, how it misrepresented and lied to vou. 
and i# the first with extensive, faoslailo reproduction of the unpublished documents 
that no member could possibly have had time to read. The fourti tells a similar story 
111 J * W 0rleana » hiding and misrepresenting, again tJw withholding 

of the evidence the Bombers slmuld have had and couldn't have. (It is indawsndcnt of ’ 
Sorrlson, was almost completed before he first spoke, and does have a peroeptive 
^-introduction he eupplied the publisher.) r 

I think you will find that ay writing, in volume at least greater thpn all other 
serious writing in the field, le really a study of the FBI. I enclose two reviews of my 
soot reoent work, a study of the sssaoslnatlon of Dr. King, of «M oh tbs mt is true 
the trade press review says it le "pure TBT", among other things, for itu "senaaUonll 
head-on assault on J. Sugar Hoover", (i have marked this passage,) 

ret it would be an arar-edmplifioation to attribute all of this to the FBI. You 
had an experienced staff, wfa ther or not they had full independence from the erooutive 
branch, and they owed you and the country a performance they did not render. I can show 
you prima Bade oases of the suborning ef perjury, altered testimony, to hide fact and to 
hide and protect perjury, of aborted lnveotigatlonB that worm vital. One of the beet of 
1 » “0“ ocaplotiug a long study of one aapeot of this. Can you bdiovu you never had 
all the FK Information on Oswald and that among the things they withheld from you is 

<«• «>* -su* « r«x rtrff, 

u l lano e, did, from th& files of another agency*) 

, . ^ ** T reoan thBt J™ woro responsible for hiring Leon Hubert becaueo of Ms know- 
ledge of hew Orleans, a valid reason, and he oertainly had the connections and the 
experience. Are you aware that when he was hired for thlo reason, he was pramDtlv 

f P ®“ ^ at °* **• »oik. so completely that some of the information glevn 
him is not in the residual files? I am familiar with your explanations in the executive 
sessions, most of which I have studied closely, 1 havo a large part of a manuscript on 
them completed, (borne are etLU suppressed, 1 am confident in many eases for spurious 
reasons, ana have no doubt that given the opportunity I can prove it.) I was also told 
about this information by one of Hr. Hubert's sources. I cannot find it in your files. 

.. there is muah evidence 1 have I feel it would be prenalurs to use at this point, 

there is muon sere of which this le net true, and you are welcome to both kinds. Of those 
thinpi th at I think should not be used until I have completed ny work with thea and they 
s*w in a proper context, four items would take no more than 15 minutes of the tins ef your 
administrative assistant. Two are files I have obtained that were denied you. If you had 
bad them you oeuld not and would not Lavs signed that Report. And two show what was dona 
so you. One of these is what ao stunned Senator Russell. When ho saw that he fait ho bad 
i-o see so mors. Iou may recall a change in him about tha time be resigned his chairmanship. 
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You may also recall that Senator Russell made puljlic comaent not consistent with 
tho Report. Neither then nor on hin death did I make any comment. Nor «*»■ I, noy that 
ho is dead, until ay writing progresses to the point where I can use it In the context 
In which he presented his beliefs to me. Anything else would be unfair to Mi, j tell you 
th±e In an effort to encourage you to consider that I seek no selfish end in the offers 
I moke to you. Inquiry at my bank (Farmers' and Mechanics’) will disclose that I do not 
do this work for personal gain, for there has been none, quit© the opposite. 

These four things I mention above arc easy for me to carry, win take little tim 
for your AN to examine \.or your lawyer son, should you prefer tliat) and £ think jr» 11 
J illuminate all of this for you as nothing elso and nobody else can. 

In return, I ask nothing but the preservation of my confidence. A ’h±s is not to say - 
that I would not welcome any understanding you could give me, or any Information, whether 
or not for later publication, but it .in to say that I do not expect anything in return. 

Xou have oorae to tho point where you are now saying what I have been long saying. lour 
voice is heard, it carries authority, and I consider it my obligation to help in any 
^»ay possible. 

■ 

Should you want to carry this further, I oan do such things as take you to New 
Orleans witnesses who were threatened by the FBI, who dll tell you what was expunged 
fro* your testimony about the FBI, and all in a comprehensible context of deceiving 
you and preforming the oonclusuons you could reach. I can chow you some of the Now 
Orleans evidence withheld from you by the FBI, much that they bobtailed and misrepresented 
to you. I can do this for other than New Orleans evidence, but that is your home area, 
so I specify it. 

It will surprise ms if an effort is not made to retaliate. If and when that time 
cornea, I think I oan help you. Immediately and in a manner that should out the FBI, 
which really means Hoover, ana his collaborators both on the defensive and in an 
untenable position. 

$ 

Whether or not this interests you, whether or not you accept my offers, ^ must 
again express the appreciate I think the entire country owes you for this valiant 
effort to restore over stolen freedoms (it is not alone members of Gangrene who have 
been the victims) and to inform the people of what hu> b««m n p f i ± a hapoenftng to 
our country, what it has meant and what worse it oan yet mean. 

■I ‘•’fJ 

Sincerely, 



Harold Weisberg 







